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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

MANN
HERAL

Honorsble George H. Sheppard
Comptroller of Public¢ Accounts

Austin, Texas
Supplement o-csz——F7
Re: Whether an

Desr Sir:

imilar that the Houston v. Dabaey
1 the same question with reference to an
pendent school\district, In the caze of Bell v, Mans-
Independent Sohool Distriot, 124 S. W, (2) 866, the
Appeals of Fort Worth, citing the case of
Houston\vy,. bndsy, supra, held the same as our opinloan of
March 13,,1929, The opinlon of the Fort Worth Court of
Civil Appeald was handed down on Janusry 20, 1939, and re-
hearing wes denied on February 17, 1939. An applioation for
writ of error was filed in that case whicgh was at flrat re-
fused b° the Supreme Court dbut upon a motion for rehearing

a writ of error was sranted and on June 21, 1939, the Suprems
Court reversed the holding of the Court of Civil Appeals in
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the Bell v. Mansfield lndependent Sc:;gf'nistrict case, hold-
ing that independent school districtgimey lawfully enter into
such contracts and pasy a compensation not to exceed 15% of
the amount collected to the contracting attorney. This, of
oourse, necessitates the reversal of our opinion dated March
13, 1939, upon this question and we now overrule that opinion
and answer the question submitted in your letter of March 9,
1939, in the affirmative.

We would direot your attention to the fact that in
its opinion the Supreme Court expreszses the view that it is
not necessary for such oontraots to be submitted to the Coap-
troller and the Attorney General for their approval.

Yours very truly
ATTOREE!'G!SERAL OF TEIAS

w e RR

Glenn R. Lewis
APPROVED Assistant
OPINION

GRL:FL
APPROVEDJUF 28, 1939

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS



